
cement creek messages
Martin Hestmark  to: Ostrander.David, campbell.carol, Daniel Heffernan, Sabrina
Forrest, Mike Holmes, pennock.sonya, Jennifer Lane, Kelcey Land, Aaron Urdiales,
Mike Rudy, Richard Sisk

11/04/2011 07:44 AM

From:

To:

Martin Hestmark/R8/USEPA/US

Just a start?  Take a look, edit, etc and lets firm up. These would be messages we need to massage for
diplomacy but could form the basis of our talk in Silverton.  I think the bottom line for me is either SF is
involved formally via listing or RP oversight or ....?we walk away?


Cement Creek Messages:



Water Quality in the Animas River is effected by many natural and man-made inputs.

Water Quality in the Animas is not improving.

Water Quality in the Animas is effected by adit discharges in the Upper Cement Creek watershed.

· The metal loads of these discharges to the Animas are?

Mining existing claims is not possible when the access to these claims are full of water. Plugging may preclude future mining.  Water treatment, improving the water quality in the Animas and mining can coexist. Environmental interests can intersect with mining interests. Tourism, environmental and mining interests are not mutually exclusive.

Presently it is not clear what approach to the draining adits, waste piles or seeps/groundwater would effectively minimize or eliminate draining adit metal loading in to the Animas (or what that effect would be on improving water quality in the Animas)

(There may need to be more investigation in to the complex hydro-geological conditions of the Upper Cement Creek mines to be able to define an approach to the draining adits?)

Because it is not clear what should be done, it is difficult to price a remedy and difficult to know what to do with the $6.5MM Kinross has offered to help address the problem.

Analogous problems at Central City, Leadville, Nelson Tunnel and Summitville in Colorado have lead the state to estimate that if water treatment is required and appropriate, it could cost between $24 – 38MM (30 year present value) to construct and operate for  30 years.  If treatment is the appropriate answer, it will be necessary forever or until another answer is found.

$6.5MM does not equal $24 - 38MM? Voluntary offers are not likely to be inperpetuity offers.

Kinross did not offer the money out of the kindness of their heart.

EPA has not decided to propose this site for listing (but listing or working formally with potentially responsible parties are EPA’s only alternatives for addressing the discharge issues at this site).

High dollar solutions are likely.  Volunteers are not likely to offer big dollars. The federal government has the ability to provide dollars for water treatment only if the site is listed.  Perpetual water treatment cannot be funded through implementation of the removal program.  The federal government can prompt responsible parties to fund treatment remedies if the site is listed. The federal government can prompt responsible parties to fund investigations w/o listing.  We must ask questions of potentially responsible parties in order to ascertain whether there actually viable liabel parties and for what part of the problem.

We would like to work with you, BLM and Colorado to define a process to ascertain the “community’s”  support or lack of support for listing this site. 


